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A Second Letter to Dr. BELLAuv, upon 
the Sacramental Controverſy. 


Reverend Str, 


X 7 OUR fourth dialogue is juſt come to hand, intituled, 
The ſacramental controverſy brought to a point. A 
title not unworthy its author. But I am not certain that 
I have diſcovered the golden point. I look'd for it thro? 
the dialogue, but not ſatisfied that I had found it, I look- 
cd for it in a note in 14 p. where you put in the reaſon- 
0 ing of the piece, which I ſhall advert to by and by. But 
> whatever my ſucceſs has been in this regard, I avail'd my 
> felt of the perufal, by diſcovering ſeveral fly things 
cauch'd in the piece, I have not time to mention them 
all, but there is one, Which in regard to my character, 
and the truth, I muſt recite, and juſt take notice of. It is 
in 11 p. where you tell me, I am drove te a neceſſity of 
changing my name; and wittily add upon it too, as fol- 
N lows, (viz.) “ We have heard of men's changing their 
e names, when purſued for their crimes, that they mighs 
> © avoid their purſuers, but did you before now ever hear 
> © of a pariſhioner, that went to his miniſter to get his 
„ child baptized that did ſo.” The period Dr. is a little 
too lengthy or the wit I own would have been complete. 
But being ſo long, the mind is kept rather too long in 
ſuſpence before it gets to the butt end. Notwithftanding 
Dr. the wit is not to be deſpiſed, but you blundered a 
little in bringing of it out; for, the fad of changing my 
name, happen'd not to be true: No, fir, I have not chang- 
ed my name, but have ever wrote my ſelf your pariſhtoner, 
without the variation of one ſyllable or one letter of my 
3 name. | | 
1 Here, my miniſter, I will help you alittle, It is in 
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ally thought by ſome, that you have two pariſhisners, 
bearing one name. But then you know Dr, this is not 
the ſame crime, as one pariſhioner's bearing two names. 
You ought, fir, to have conſidered, this and got been 
quite ſo witty, And really, fir, it ſeems to me, that you 
knew that your controverting pariſhioners were two diſ- 
tin& beings; and if you did know it, I blame you alittle, 
my miniſter, that when you make the other pariſhioner 
diſſemble to humour the cauſe, you charge ir upon me. 
Nay, fir, between you & I, I take it a little unkind, that 
when he talks filly, you crow over us both, 1 ſhould be 
quite offended with you, Dr. for charging all his non- 
ſenſe upon me; yea, and for making him talk ſo filly, 
were it not that neceſſity drove you to it, in order to bring 
the controverſy to a point. But to prevent ſuch blun- 
ders for the future, the two pariſhioners mult. be diſerib'd 
and diſtinguiſhed. Pleaſe to attend, Dr. The one pa- 
riſhioner who wrote the New-London dialogue, and after- 


wards a letter to you, printed at New-Haven, ſeems to be 
a man of common ſenſe, and much like other men. But 
the other who always appears in the New- Haven dia- 


logue, ſeems to be hardly of the human ſpecies, and is 
rather a nan of firaw, Your treatment of thera alſo has 
mark'd the difference, 


The firſt you entered the field againſt with open 


mouth, and club in hand, but all harmleſs, as your = 
ſatyrs, never gave one bite; nor ſtruck” a blow, bot 


wheel'd about; only, in making off the ground, you 
mutter'd out the 2 ſcraps, Viz.-gq- You lie--- 
(> The miniſters and churches through the land*are vir- 


] muſt bring you out again, by and by. 
Your other pariſhioner, Dr. you have created, as tho' 
my knew him to be another being, yea, As a5 "tho? you 


tually guilty of diſſimulation, as bad as drunkenneſs— - 
(F Deiſt, Pela ian, Arminian, Semi · arminian, Taylor, 
Whitby, Stebbins, graceleſs covenant ; then ncalk'd be- 
hind the Weſtminſter divines, and Mr. Stoddard; whence, 
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knew him to be a man of tra: 'You ſcuffle with him, 
box him for not knowing what ſpirit he is ef ; knock him 
down for deſpiſing your miniſterial rebukes, kick him up 
again, for not Alking your 8 then you ſquceze 
him, and make him ſay he had been acting the part of 
a diſputant; then you pinch him, and make him own 
beat; then. you make him beg your friendſhip, and love 
you like any thing. In return, you tell him, p. 24. You 
ſhall always retain a moſt grateful ſenſe of his kind treat- 
ment of his. miniſter, and eſteem it among the great bleſ- 
ſings of your life, that your other pariſhioners are ſo like 
ith,” Melt ceftainly, Dr. you have two pariſhionrs te 
deal with, and I really thought you knew it before. But 
it ſeems as tho? in your warmth, you had forgot it, and 
this made you blunder, Dr. and treat the affair, as tho 
your two pariſhioners had been but one individual per- 
655 with two names. I think, Dr. you have not told 
hat your one pariſhioner has changed his name to. 
Which makes ſome uncharitable people a little queſtion 
ber veracity. For my part, I place the under, to the, 
count of inadvertance, and warmth, all, except the 
wit of it. Be ſo good; Dr. in titne to come, as not to 
charge upon me, the weaned and wickedneſs, which 
you put into the mouth of Fack Straw. 
In the next place, I myſt juſt obſerve to you, Dr. that 
you have made ſeveral miſtakes, in quoting from my 
letter. P. 4. you have pretended to quote the ' hereſy, 
that you are chargeable with, and bave left out. ſeveral 
maretia} things, viz. **All ende&dours dan only. JeFve i "ag- 
yrouye guilt. And again, them words, Or zxerciſe.a 
will or choice that has the leaſt tendency lo it.“ Ward, 
which in their connection are full of hereſy. Why (Mir) 
did you ſuppreſs theſe ſentences? Would you adopt prin- 
ciples, Dr. which you are aſhamed to ſpeak 69”? | But 
what is rather worſe, Dr. you have pretended, p. 7, to 
quote ſomething from ſaid letter, which never was in it 
viz, the following ſentence : . A meaſore'of ſtrength is 
eee Sp Ee: WOT given 


5 CO 13 | ; 
b given him,“ (i. e. the unconverted man) © by, God, 
* to walk in all his ways, and keep all his commands, 
* ſeeking his glory.” This by ſome is thought to de- 
ſerve a worſe name, than I am willing to apply to my 


miniſter. When your anger is ſubſided, you will ſee your | 


| abuſe, Dr. and be ſenſible there is no ſuch thing, in all 
the letter you pretend to quote it from. You have | 
made ſo many flips of this kind, that I ha'n't time to 
mention them all; but muſt leave them for you to cor- 


rect, in ſome cooler hour, Be Lind enovgh good Dr. | 


when you quote from me again, and mar 


it for a quo- 


tation, to write what [ have ſaid, & not what you would | 


have me ſay, 


I obſerve in your 11th and 12th pages, you have got ! 


your man of ſtraw, to ſhift the diſpute, in order to looſe 
ſight of the point in controverſy, between you and me; 
you ſet him to diſpute, this point with you, whether a 
man who knows be has no grace, can withopt willful 
ing ſay he has grace. Here you beſtir yourſelt notably, 
and with g. jerk bring the controverſy to @ point. Really 

Ir. you have here got the better of your man of ſtraw; in 
2 point that no body but he, was ever filly enough, to 
| 4 75 ee. 

I be point with you and I, Dr. is not whether a man has 
grace, who we allow has none. No Sir, the points be- 
ween us are, whether a man who knows he has no Race, 


which you affirm, You have al 
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n be an, honeſt man, and own the cevenant, which you 
hd I owned, which in its reaſonable, natural, and ne- 
ellary copſtruction, I haye ſhewn. he may : and which © 
Tau denz. Allo whether he may ſay the Lord's Prayer ; |} 

Fhich you deny, Allo, whether he is guilty of ſinning a: 

ad as druakennefs, in comming, to the Lord's Table: 

o affirm'd that ſhou'd he | 


bag 97505 he would he no more in covenant than | 


he Devil. Tis for holging theſe: principles, Dr. that I 
1ave charged ein holding principles too near of 
Ein to the molt ſhocking principles of Mr. Sandeman and 
Mr, Hopkins. Add to theſe the very principles of Mr. 

rs Reon on & Sandman 
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ee 
Sandeman and Hopkins, which you have now adopted 
by calling of them p. 6. Some of the important doIxines 
& of Chriſtianity.” As theſe doctrines, which you call im- 
portant doctrines of Chriſtianity and I call dangerous, 
yes the moſt dangerous of any that were ever broach'd 
in the Chriſtian world : Deiſm itſelf not excepted. As 
* theſe doctrines are now become matter of controverſy 
between us, I ſhall in ſtating the points between us, re- 
peat them with exactneſs, as in my former letter. 

Mr. Sandeman ſays, that faith is obtained as the moſt 
& remarkable diſcoveries have been obtain'd, the uſe of 
< the magnet, Jeſuits Bark; and many chimical diſcove- 
«& ries, i. e. not when theſe things, but ſomething elſe 
« was look'd for—and all endeavours can only ſerve to 
« aggravate guilt, &c. Letters on Theron, 

Mr. Hepkin: ſays the ſame in affect, viz. It is in- 
& deed as great an abſurdity as can be tho't of, to ſup- 
<« pofe that the corrupt vicious heart, does any thing to- 


= «© wards becoming holy ; or exerciſes any will, or 


= © choice, that has the leſt tendency to it, as abſurd as 
4 to ſuppoſe, that the exerciſe. of perfect ſelfiſnneſs, has a 
= © tendency to produce benevolence, or that the heart is 
made better, and becomes holy, by the conſtant ex- 
= erciſe of luſt and wickedneſs : for all the exerciſes of 
the corrupt unregenerate heart, are certainly the exer- 
= <ciſes of ſin.” Serm. on John. 1. 13. Theſe, Dr. you 
= call important doctrines of Chriſtianity, and theſe are the 
6 pool between us, and not whether a man lies to ſay he 

haas grace, when he knows he has none. No Sir, this laft 


; 4 knotty point I ſhall leave you to ſettle, with your man of 


ſtraw, and only attend to the former. 
What have you ſaid for yourſelf, in regard to theſe 
dangerous errors ? 5 
Why you charge me with hereſy. This is natural e- 
nough, Dr. when one is pinch'd, to retort: and had it been 
true, it would not have help'd you. But the trick is too 
ſtale, it can ſerve you no longer. Mr. Sandeman has tried 
% it, 


(2) 


. 


efence of the ſame 


anity. This is a fammary of ſaid important doctrines : viz. 
That all which an unconverted man can will, or do, has no 
more tendency to make bim better, than the conſtant exerciſe of 
luſt and wickedneſs has, and can only ſerve to aggravate guilt, 
A doctrine, than which there is not in all the magazines 


of darkneſs, one engine, more calculated to promote 


the kingdom of Satan, and deſtroy that of Meiab. *Tis 


for contradifting theſe important doctrins, as you call 
them, that Sandeman treated thoſe eminent men, almoſt | 


as Devils. *Tis for the ſame thing, Dr. that you call me 


4 beretick, neither am I offended at it. But had you play d 
the ſame game through, you muſt have cry'd out hereſy a- 


gainſt the Weſtminſter divines, and the greateſt of hereticks 


agaiaſt Mr. Stodddard. For unluckily, Dr. theſe worthy 
divines, to whom you appeal, with one voice, condemn 


your important doctrines. Now, Dr. I ſhall attend to your 


curious method of improving the Weſtminſter divines | 


and Mr. Stoddard, in aid of Mr. Sandeman's principles 


and your own. You ſay theſe venerable divines, held to- 
tal depravity, and divine ſovereignty, and ſo do you. And 
what, of that fir ? why had not you ſaid, theſe divines, |} 
held the doctrine of the reſurrection, and ſo do you? It 
would juſt as well have ſaved you, from . | 

5 f © 


of hereſy, 


N 


As t6 total depravi ty : that isa point, Dr. y6u need nc} 


Me | 
hat | Have call'd them to prove ; your dialogues alone, would 
, WE have ſufficiently proved it. Eſpecially, when no body 


denied it. For admitting the definition of the Weſtmin- 
ſter divines, I know of no man, that denies the doctrine 
of total depravity. Thus thoſe divines define it, Sin is 
«any want of conformity unto, or tranſgreſſion of the 
= ©<law ofGod.” The want of conformity toGod's law, being 
that which gives fin its denomination, no human being, 
nor human action, can be free from it; for there is a wan- 
tage of perfection in the beſt of them. Agreeable to this 
definition, theſe divines ſay farther, there is no mere man, 
but what daily breaks the law of God, © in thought, 
word, and deed.” 5 

No, Dr. how would you twiſt their notion of depra- 
vity; ſo as to let a converted man ſay the Lord's-prayer, 
and come to his table, while by it you would keep an 
unconverted man from both ? | | 
7 Your method of reaſoning from total depravity, to 
bring the ſacramental controverſy to a point, if one can 
= gueſs right, is this, Dr. viz. Human nature being totally 
depraved, the unregenerate muſt fin, if they ſay theLord's 
Prayer, or come to his table : and therefore they ought 
to do neither, | | 5 

New if the Weſtminſter divines ſay tight, the conver- 
ted alſo fin in all they do, and your reaſoning from total 
depravity, will as truly cut off the converted, as the un- 
converted, from the Lord's- prayer and table: and make 

their endeavours, only aggravate their guilt, I ſuppoſe, 
Dr. you did not ſee how blunt the point is, to which 
you have brought the ſacramental controverſy. 

There is another cenfequence of your reaſoning from 
total depravity, which you can neither get rid of, nor 
ſupport. Thus ſhould an unconverted man come to you 
and tell you, that he thought it his duty to honour his 
tather and mother, your reaſoning tells him, no: by no 
Means. Human nature being totally depraved, he _ 

3 no 


3 


1 
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not do it without inning, and therefore he muſt not do 


it at all, 
Your realoning, Dr. from total depravity to bring the 


ſacramental controverſy to a point, gives but too ſad a 


ſpecimen of the total depravity of your underſtanding. 
Tis true thoſe venerable divines you have named, held 

the docttine, of total depravity, together with that of di- 

vine ſovereignty, and ſo do all calviniſtick divines. But 


then, they held it in a ſenſe as different, from what San- 
deman and you hold it, as the Copernick ſyſtem, is from 
the Plolemaick. They never held that human nature wa: 
depraved, in ſuch a ſenſe, that all the endeavours of the 6 | 


unconverted, can only ſerve to aggravate guilt, as San- 
deman and you hold. 


They never held, that the 8 could exerciſe 


no will, or choice, that has any tendency to becoming $ 
holy, as Hopkins and vou hold. 


They never ſuppoſed, that it was diſſimulation and ly- 


ing, for the uneonverted, explicitly to enter into covenant, 
and engage to be the Lord's, or that it was as bad as 
drunkenneſs, for them with moral ſincerity to come to the 
Lord's table; as you ſuppoſe; they never ſaid, the uncon- 


verted had better do nothing, than ſay the Lord's pray- 
er ; as you ſay. 


Theſe are the points, Dr. wherein you want the aſſiſ- 


tance of theſe venerable divines, for theſe are the points, 
in which you ſtand charg'd with dangerous errors. In 


this extremity, to which of them will you turn ? 


As to Mr. Steddard: he has in the ſtrongeſt and moſt 
expreſs terms declared, tis the duty of the unconverted, 


who have a competency of docttinal knowledge, and of 
regular life, not only to own the covenant, but to come 
to the Lord's table alſo, as to a converting ordinance : 
he ſays expreſsly, that! ſanctification, is not a neceſſary 
% qualification to partaking in the Lord's- ſupper.“ See 
his ſerm, on Exod. 12. 47, 48. Where he ſays,** The gi- 
« ving of converting grace is not limited to any one or- 

A dinance. 


E 


( #1 ) 


4 Finance. Prayer is very ſerviceable that way. Prov. 


« 2. 2, So the hearing of the word is very ſerviceable. 
« The entrance of God's word giveth light. So the ſa- 
« craments are very uſeful for converſion : God teach- 
1 es us in baptiſm, that we are naturally polluted, and, 
« that we need to be cleanſed by the blood of Chriſt. 
&« God, in the Lord's-ſupper, invites us to come to 
«« Chriſt, makes an affecting repreſentation of his ſuf- 


& ferings for our fins, teftifies the ſufficiency of Chriſt, 
confirms the truth of the covenant of grace, teacheth 
. X «+ us that the promiſe of ſalvation to thoſe that believe 
„ inChriſt, is certain; all ſacraments are ſeals of the co- 


„ yenant, as Circumciſion was.” Thus Mr. Stoddard. 


Is this the divine, Dr. under whoſe wing you-would fain 


ſhroud yourſelf ? When you knew he urged the uncon- 


verted to own the covenant, and come to the Lord's- 
table, and never once ſuggeſted that they would be no 


more in covenant than the devil, never told them that 


at the Lord's-table, they would be guilty of lying, as 
bad as drunkenneſs, and that they would but eat and 
drink damnation to themſelves, He taught the youth 


publickly to ſay the Lord's-prayer, without giving the 
leaſt hint, that they were all the while telling lies. He 
has told us, that the unconverted might domuch towards 
converſion, by a proper attendance upon the means of 
grace, prayer, the word preach'd, and the ſacraments : 
And never told us that the unconverted could will 
noting, do nothing, that has the leaſt tendency towards 


their being holy; never ſaid that the unconverted are as 


likely to obtain faith, without looking for it, as with. No, 
Dr. he never told the unconverted, that the conſtant ex- 


erciſe of luſt and wickedneſs rended to make his heart 


better, as much as any thing that he would will or do. 
No, fir, Mr. Stoddard you muſt know, ſays directly the 
reverſe. Think not that a few detach'd ſentences, pickt 
out of Mr. Stoddard, will ſcrene you, when he has wrote 
large tracts, and in a very nervous and maſterly "”_ 4 

© 


C ) 


the foirit of which, is directly againſt the foregoing 
hereſics. 

Contradicted and forſaken of Mr. Stoddard, will y 
turn to the Weſtminſter divines ?, Theſe alſo condemn Sg: 
and your two friends, hear what they ſay, The outward 
<« and ordinary means whereby Chriſt communicateth 
< to us the benefits of redemption, are bis ordinances ; 
40 eſpecially the word, ſacraments, and prayer, all which 
« are made effectual to the elect for ſalvation.” All the odds, bs 
Dr. between them & you is; You ſay the means are effec. 


tual to damnation, they ſay to ſalvation. They ſay, the | 


reading, but eſpecially the preaching of the word, is | 
by the ſpirit of God, made an effectual means of con- 
$6 vincing and converting ſinners.“ . And what ſays your 
important doctrine, which you ſay it is deiſm to contra- 
dict? Why it ſays, that the reading of the word, or the 
hearing of it preached, or any thing elſe that the ſinner 
can do, has not the leaft tendency towards becoming MM 
holy; no, no more tendency to it, than the conſtant | 
exerciſe of luſt, and wickedneſs. Dr. fling off your thin 
diſguiſe, come forward, and take rank with thoſe, with 
whom I have placed you, and never again mention your- | 
ſelf among calviniſtick divines, until you have renounced Þ 
your errors. Your telling of me that you hold total depra- Þ 
vity, is by no means ſatisfactory, for the inferences you Þ 
draw from it, can only increaſe it. 
In p. 5. you tell me I knew that the church under 
your care, profeſs'd to be in the fame ſcheme of religion 
with you. You are, miſtaken, fir, I did not Know your 
ſcheme, until lately. 4 
In p. 9. you refer me to a book of. yours, againſt Mr. | 
Sandeman, printed at Boſton. I have not ſeen it. But 
if it was not deſign'd as a blind, I. am very ſorry that 
you have ſince chang'd ſides, and adopted the vileft | 
principles that Sandeman, or any body elſe ever broach'd | 
in the chriſtian world. This cannot be ſatisfactory, Dr. 
For, however well and worthy its author, it may be, yet 
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( 33. 7 
WT ic was wrote before the dialogues, which contain your 
Sandemanian errors. 


In p. 15. you ſey, and get your man of firaw to be 
quite ock'd at it, that upon my principles, One who is 


de at heart a Deift, and who lives ſecretly in adultery, 
« may, to anſwer political ends, aſk for ſpecial ordinan- 
<« ces, and there may be no certain evidence of his crimes; 
te therefore according to this new divinity, this infidel, 


W «© this adulterer, is as certainly qualified ro partake of 
ffec. the Lord's-ſupper as he is to breathe.” 
«the 


d, is my new divinty, as you call it, than upon your old di- 


I anſwer : He is no more qualified to partake upon 


vinity, provided only that he will add a lie to it, and ſay. 


you | 


ander 
igion 
your 


t Mr. 
But 
that 


vileſt | 


ach'd | 


„Dr. 
82 yet 


I 


he is converted ; 
might do. | | 
The man that you have deſcrib'd, Dr. is the ſeeret ſin- 
ner, but of viſibly good lite. And by the will of Chriſt, 
ſuch an one aſking of it, is to be admitted to his table, 
and that without the hard condition, of telling this lie 
firſt'; viz. Saying ke is converted. But you ſay nay, he 
ſhall firſt ſay he is conyerted, and then he may come and 
give you joy. For you ſay the proteſſion of converſion, 
is the term of / admiſſion, which you inſiſt upon. So then 
the only difference between us, Dr. ia regard to the man 


which you know, Dr. ſuch a man 


you have deſcribed, is this viz. I ſay he mag come with- 


out adding that lie, I am converted, you ſay he may 
come with. In ſhort, Dr. our priaciples when reduced 
to practice in this inſtance, differ only thus : you will 


take the ſecret deiſt and adulterer into your church, if 


he will lie roundly : I would have him admitted without 


the hard condition. You and I, Dr. are agreed to receive 


the ſame man,only I don't agree with you that he ſhould 


tell a lie firſt, I need net enlarge for I have ſufficiently 


ewa in my former letter, that the command do this in 
remembrance cf me, is univerſal, with the exception only 
of apparent ignorance, hereſy, or ſcandal. Vid. p. 16. 
* ; bh 
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you have faid nothing to invalidate, what I have there 


Wrote, except the quibble now taken notice of, 
But I-muſt paſs, Dr. to take ſome notice of the rea. 


ſoning of your piece, which you have reſerv'd to put in 
à note in 14 p. here you have left your man of firaw, and 
ſet up for reaſoning a point: and thus you ſay, ** If bap. 


** tiſm alone gives right to the Lord's-table, then all 


** baptiz'd perſons in Chriſtendom, young and old, good 


and bad, the excommunicated not excepted, have an 


* equal right, which none will grant.“ 


I ſuppoſe, Dr. that you was not aware that this reaſon. | 


ing, is preciſely as much againſt your own principles az 1 - 


Minne. 


Tou ſuppoſe, that the profeſſion of regeneration gives 1 


right to the Lord's- table, in the ſame tenſe that I ſup- 


poſe, baptiſm Joes, ' 


Leet us ſee how ſweetly the realoning rolls along, when 


we put the ptofeſſion of regeneration, in the place of 1 | 


baptiſm. Tis thus, 
If the profeſſion of regeneration alone gives right to 


the Lord's: table, then all perſons who profeſs regenera- | 


tion in Chriſtendom, young and old, good and bad, the 


excommunicated not excepted, have an equal right, 


which none will grant. The ungranted concluſion, Dr. |; 


follows from your principles, juſt as from mine; and not | 


at all from either of them. 
If baptilm alone gives right to the Lord's- table, it does 


not follow that the baptized perſon can't forfeit that Þ 
fight z the caſe is the ſame, if the profeſſion of regenerati- Þ 
on alone gives right, it would not follow that, one could 


not forfeit his right. Baptiſm, Dr. may give right, with- 
out giving an unalienable right. 


Tour reaſoning; Dr. is, as tho' you had ſaid : if being 


born into the world, alone gives right to life, then all the 


people born in Chriſtendom, thoſe that are hang'd not 
excepted, have right to life, which none will grant, The 


ſimile is exact. 


But 
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But you go on Dr. to reaſon ſhrewdly and ſay: * If 
E* the church have no right to diſcipline any but thoſe 
who have a right to come to the Lard's-table, then 
they have no right to diſcipline any who are guilty of 
. hereſy or ſcandal, for ſuch have no right to Come,” Here 
W ſuppoſe you mean, if you mean any thing, that they 
Wave no right to come, even before they are diſciplined, 
And how have you proved, Dr. that an offending brother, 
has no right to come to communion, at any time before 
he church has judg'd his caſe ? you have only given your 
word for it. How do you know any brother is ſcadalous, 
Pelore a proper tryal of his caſe? Who told you that an 
Boffender has no right to the Lord's-table, but is to be 
eonſider'd, as a heathen man and publican, before his 
rial, and before he refuſes to hear the church ? Chrift 
Mas aid the reverſe, in expreſs terms, | 1 he negledt to bear 
be church, (afterwards, not before) let him be unto thee as 
a heathen man and a publican. But you ſay he is to be con- 
nder'd as a heathen before, i. e. as one that has no right 
Sto the Lord's · table, before the church judge him guilty 
of icandal. The law of God judgeth no man before it 
hear him; but by your ſcheme you judge and condemn 
Shim, and declare he has no right to the Lord's-table ; 


before ever he Is heard. 


Tou ought to know, Dr. that a heretick has right, to 
fall the privileges, he was ever intituled to, until he is 
Pudicially convicted of hereſy. Don't you know, Dr. 
that a murderer has right to his life, until he is tried, 
convicted and ſentenc'd to be executed by proper autho- 
rity? Don't you know, Dr. that if you ſhould carry your 
principles into execution, againſt a murderer, before his 
conviction, that you would be hang'd for it? Don't you 
know, Dr. that a heretick has as good a right to church 
privileges before his conviction, as a murderer before 
conviction has to his lite? Be you inſenſible, that your 
diſciplining an offending brother, involves in it the ſup- 


polition, 
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Poſition, that previous to your diſcipline, he had a righ 
to thoſe privileges, which the final cenſure of the church 
is but the abſciſion from. | 

Certainly, Dr. you are not ſo ſtupid. No, fir. If you 
are in good humour, you will ſee your blunders, and be 
in pain. TER Sts Ro 

My miniſter, I am in pain for you ; for the next eight 
lines in your note, are juſt of a piece with the foregoing, 
in pity to you, fir, I won't tranſcribe them. 


The\reſt of your dialogue is; ſo trifling, that I ſhall 
take no further notice of it, but leave you to ſettle | 
it with your man of ſtraw; And truly, Dr. the whole | 
dialogue, leaving out your name and titles, might pals 


for a tolerable ſatyr upon the cauſe you eſpouſe. 

In your next, my miniſter; when you have brought 
matters to a point again, be ſo good as to make an aſter- 
iſm in the margin againſt the ſpot. It may ſave 
me an hours looking; and make me more laconick in my 
anſwer. ons 12 | 

I have in this, aimed at ſeveral points by gueſs, through 
fear that I ſhould miſs the right : and after all, *tis mat- 
ter of doubt with me, whether I have once diſcovered 
the miſterious point, you ſpeak of in that title page, the 
ſacramental controverſy brought to a point. | 

Pray, Dr. write with a little more preciſion, and with 
2 little better temper, and if you can with a little more 
ſenſe : for really, fir, I am almoſt afnam'd to own you 


for my miniſter, and I obſerve that your pupils alſo are 


a little aſham'd of you, when they go abroad. However 
conſidering my relation to you, I ſhall think myſelf o- 
blig'd, to take notice of you when you write me ſome 

more dialogues. | 
And now, Dr. did not your relation to me, as my 
miniſter forbid ir, I ſhovld give you a word of exhorta- 
tion, forgive me once, a regard to the proſperity of Zion 
conſtrains me, to call upon you, to review your wri- 
tings, and retra& the errors contain'd in them: but el- 
6 5 db ERS pecially 


Ss 
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becially thoſe moſt fatal and ſoul- -ruining errors vis. — he 


iv 


ek 
3 have nothing to do which will in the leaſt for ward 
you their eternal ſalvation ;, nothing which has any more tendency 
d be 1 it, than the exerciſe of luſt and weten ; that all tbeir 
endeavonrs can only aggravate their guilt : and that thiy are 
eight Has likely to obtain faith without ſeeking after it as with. 
oing, My miniſter, make a penitential confeſſion & renuncia- 
tion of thoſe ſhocking principles and no more call them 
ſhall the important doctrines of the goſpel. They are calcu- 
ſettle ¶ lated to ſap.the foundations, both of morality and chriſ- 


hole tianity 3 they will naturally excite in ſome horror and 
pals ¶ diſtraction, in others ſtupidity, and in both, immorality, 
It God. in righteous judgment upon a ſinful lan. 
ſhould ſuffer theſe principles to prevail; farewel the 
beauties of holineſs ; farewel thou city of our ſolemni- 
tics ; and thou O Zion, once the joy of our land, 


bought 
aſter- 
ſave 


in my Farewel. Hell will enlarge itſelf, and the prince of dark." 
| eſs, grow proud and trumph But God in mercy avert * 

rough the omen. 

-mat- Altho'ꝰ the church of God ſhould be covered with all- 

vered Is, and ſeated among the pots, though ſhe bleed at every 

e, the 


ein, through the wounds ae her in the houſe of her 
riends, yet her Redeemer is ſtrong the holy One of Vrael. , 


1 with n him will I truſt, and to him commit the cauſe, 


more I am, Rev. fir, as heretofore, without the leaſt change 
n you df. wy name, 

ſo are Your Friend, | 

wever 5 

elf o- The Pariſhioner; 
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as my June 1770: 


chorta- 
of Zion . —— . ** 0 S 
Ir Vri- | —— —— 


— Þ+ Iſai. 4t. 14. 


* | 
POSTSCRIPT. 


By another Hand. 


\HE public (it ſeems) are ready to think it high 
time, to be eaſed of the diſpute, began with the 
dialogue on The Half-MWay-· Covenant, carried on by more 
dialogues---and the controyerly not brought to a point, 
even by the fourth. 
Now, if there be a difference between entring into co- 
venant, and fulfling it; (as it ſeems there is this diffe- 


rence, which God has made by his- conſtitution; and, 


which, the nature of the thing doth ſpeak :) - Then, let 
it be conſider'd ; Whether the not attending to this, 
oe not the 8 of their miſtake, who make ** a 
46 compliance with the covenant of grace, (meaning there- 
4 by, ſaving grace] i. e. ſuch gracious exerciſes, as are in- 
<« fallibly connected with ſalyation, * (D. 4th, p. 11. 
12.) the qualification of entring into God's covenant ; 
which, it ſeems, muſt cenclude thus—Either, that the 
covenant they mean, is not the covenant made with A- 
braham and his ſeed ; or, that this lame, has no vi/iole, 
ſaints in it, who are not real ſaints. 

But, as to the covenant with Abraham and bis ſeed, 
it appears, God did by his own gracious act, take grace - 
leſs, as well as gracigys perſons into that covenant, in the 
viſible exhibition, and frame of it. And in after time, 
called upon this, his viſible people, the men and their 
wives, with their little ones, in ſolemn aſſembly, „to en- 
« ter into his covenant, and into his oath, that he might 
< eſtabliſh them for'a people to himſelf, and be ugto 
« them a God, as he had ſaid;“ which, is reprefented to 
have had ſome good effect; in the people s handing ts 
tbe covenant, and in ſome ſenſe doing according thereto-- 


all this ſolemaity of renewing covenant, &c. was with evi- 


dent deſign, to tranſmit the religion of the God of Abra- 


ham, and the honour of its Faber, to | 1 gene- 


ation, a Aud 
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And w at now ? When the covenant is the ſame, ag 
ſays, Acts 2. 39. And the covenanters with God, the 
ſame viſible people of God; May none be allowed to 
enter into it, or recognize their engagements to be the 
Lord's, but, ſuch as have ſaving grace, or profeſs they 
have, whether they have or not ? Is not this againſt the 
original and everlaſting deſign of the eovenant, and ſub- 
verſive of the conſtitution of heaven in the caſe ? What ! 
may none come into the bond of the covenant, but ſuch as 
have actually fulfilled it, when yet, coming into the 
bond of the covenant, is the inſtituted way to this? 
May none rightfully and really be in the vi/ible church of 
God, but ſuch as belong to the invi/ib/e ? It ſeems, they 
may: and yet, the viſible covenant, according to which, 
they are incorporated, be no more an ungracious covenant, 
than the word of God, is an «ngracious word. 

It is in this view, a gracious covenant, as it exhibits, 
and offers grace to ſinners, and has, contained in it, the 

eans of grace, and ſalvation, as well as the promiſe of 
eternal lite to believers. For, God has made a grant of 
the means of grace to his viſible church, &c. And may 
they not ule them in any ſenſe d but, (being unregene- 
rate) had they better do nothing, than uſe them ? And 
is the bare want of grace (though earneſtly ſought) con- 
ſtructively, the rejection of the covenant, that ranks them 
with heathen, or worſe ? Are the unregenerate, (haptiſed 


and ſome kind of believers) no more in cevenant. than 


the devil? Why then, what were many that God took 
into covenant with him, and thoſe whom our Saviour 
treats, as belonging to the kingdom of God? Are theſe 
but upon a par with the devil; and as far off from Gd? 
Tho“ God ſpeaks of them, as @ people near unto bim; 
which has a meaning in it quite incompatible with the 


ſtate of ſpirits in priſon. 
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